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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Tanaka 
(US Patent #5,266,931). 

As for claims 1-5 and 9-12, 
Tanaka teaches: 

A portable electronic device (Col. 2, lines 62-64, Fig. 1) comprising a touch screen 
having a plurality of contact areas (Col. 3, lines 1 1-27, Fig. 1 , #8) and a control unit (Col. 

3. lines 8-10, Fig. 1 , #4) for interpreting control commands given on the touch screen 
(Col. 3, lines 15-19), and a method of interpreting a control command given on said 
touch screen of said portable electronic device, in which method the combination of a 
touch on an area interpreted as a contact area and a release of the touch from the area 
interpreted as said same contact area is interpreted as a control command, the method 
comprising interpreting, once the contact area (Fig. 5, [x1, y1]-[x2, y2]) has been 
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touched, a larger contact area (Fig. 5, [x3, y3]-[x4, y4]) as said same contact area for 
the release of the touch than the contact area before the touch. Wherein the larger 
contact area (Fig. 5, [x3, y3]-[x4, y4]) for the release of the touch including, not only the 
contact area (Fig. 5, [x1 , y1]-[x2, y2]) for the touch, but also an expansion of that area 
into the adjacent areas, in each free direction. 

While Tanaka does not explicitly state and amount for the increase in dimension "W", in 
figure 5, which is an example of the preferred embodiment, W measures 5/16". The 
contact area measures about 1-5/8" by 15/16" which yields an area of 1.5 square inches 
increasing the area by W = 5/16" in each direction yields an enlarged contact area of 3.5 
square inches. This enlarged area is more than twice the size of the original area, 
therefore Tanaka also teaches interpreting the larger contact area (Fig. 5, [x3, y3]-[x4, 
y4]) for the release of the touch to include, not only the contact area (Fig. 5, [x1 , y1]-[x2, 
y2]) for the touch, but also an equally large expansion of the contact area for the touch 
in each free direction. Furthermore, Tanaka teaches wherein the larger contact area 
(Fig. 5, [x3, y3]-[x4, y4]) for the release of the touch being at least 25 percent larger than 
the contact area (Fig. 5, [x1 , y1]-[x2, y2]) for the touch. 

As for claims 6-8 and 13-17, 

Tanaka teaches all of the limitations of claims 1-5 and 9-12, and further teaches: 
A device and method for performing signaling once the contact area has been touched 
(Col. 4, lines 1-3), wherein said signaling being a light, voice or vibration signal (Col. 4, 
lines 1-3), wherein the signaling is continued as long as the touch remains in the area 



Application/Control Number: 10/518,807 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2609 

that is interpreted as the contact area and that was touched (Col. 4, lines 9-27), wherein 
the portable electronic device is a mobile station (Col. 1, lines 11-18, 45-48, Col. 2, line 
62-Col. 3, line 10, Fig. 1 ), wherein the portable electronic device is a PDA (Personal 
Digital Assistant) device or a portable computer (Col. 1 , lines 1 1-18, 45-48, Col. 2, line 
62-Col. 3, line 10, Fig. 1). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 



1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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5. Claims 1 8-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tanaka in view of Madsen et al. (US Patent # 6,181 ,284). 

As for claims 18-20, 
Madsen et al. teaches: 

A portable computer (Col. 1 , lines 5-8, Fig. 1 ) with a touch screen (Col. 7, lines 31-42), a 
telecommunication connection providing Internet access (Col. 1 , lines 9-13), and a 
wireless connection (Col. 3, lines 5-10) connecting via WLAN and Bluetooth technology 
(Col. 7, lines 21-30). Therefore, because both Madsen et al. and Tanaka disclose a 
portable computer with a touch screen, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the internet, Bluetooth, and WLAN 
connections in Madsen et al. to the portable computer in Tanaka, to enable the user to 
interact with other electronic devices, networks, and the Internet. 



6. Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tanaka in view of Singh (US Patent # 6,157,379). 

As for claims 18-20, 
Singh teaches: 
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A portable computer (Col. 1, lines 20-25, Fig. 3) with a touch screen (Col. 1, lines 6-12), 
a telecommunication connection providing Internet access (Col. 1, lines 25-28), and a 
wireless connection (Col. 1, lines 25-28) connecting via infrared technology (Col. 5, 
lines 43-55). Therefore, because both Singh and Tanaka disclose a portable computer 
with a touch screen, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to add the internet and infrared connections in Singh to the 
portable computer in Tanaka, to enable the user to interact with other electronic 
devices, networks, and the Internet. 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Hube et al. (US Patent # 5,1 19,079) discloses a touch panel with enlarging contact 
zones. 

Bates et al. (US Patent # 5,565,894) discloses a touch panel with dynamically 
adjustable contact areas. 

Kanemitsu et al. (US Patent # 5,877,751) discloses a touch panel with enlarging contact 
zones. 

Brockman et al. (US Patent # 6,125,356) discloses a portable computer with wireless 
connectivity. 

Tran et al. (US Patent # 6,1 57,935) discloses a portable computer with wireless 
connectivity. 
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Nathan (US Patent # 6,456,952) discloses a touch panel that adjusts the contact areas 
to correct for calibration drift. 

Endo (US Patent # 6,795,059) discloses a touch panel with dynamically adjustable 
contact areas. 

Kairis (US Patent # 7,103,852) discloses a touch panel with dynamically adjustable 
contact areas. 

Kobayashi (US Patent # 7,154,483) discloses a touch panel with enlarged contact 
zones. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert E. Carter whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3006. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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